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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 10-26-2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. The applicant argues References do not disclose or suggest 1) 
Replacing triggers based on pre-selected user preferences 2) Blocking access to 
enhanced content without replacing triggers 3) Blocking for selected customers 4) 
Selective filtering of triggers based on filtering criteria 5) Appending links to a trigger and 
adding a mechanism for choosing between the links. 

In response to argument 1), as the applicant admits in the remarks (See Page 9 
Paragraph 2) "Reynolds can 'replace all or part of [a] national automobile ad with 
advertising that is targeted to [a] particular metropolitan area." The applicant's 
specification gives an example of "local weather" as customer preference (See 
Specification Page 22 and Remarks Page 9 paragraph 1). Local weather is based on a 
customer's geographic location as is advertising that is targeted to a particular 
metropolitan area. Thus, a local advertisement is analogous to "local weather" and thus 
is a customer preference. Furthermore, "pre-selected" view in context of Page 22 of the 
specification, does not distinguish the applicant's "local weather" customer preference 
from Reynolds local advertisement. Thus, Reynolds meets the limitation of "according 
to pre-selected customer preference." 

In response to argument 2) Reynolds teaches two types of meta data: Meta data 
1 14/133, generic meta data, and Meta data 142, local meta data (See Paragraphs 
0027, 0031, 0041). Reynolds teaches that in most cases generic meta data (first 
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trigger) is replaced by local meta data (See Paragraph 0041). However, Reynolds also 
teaches that in some situations that substitution of local meta data is not permissible i.e. 
access to local meta data (selected enhanced content) is blocked. When it is not 
permissible to substitute local meta data the generic meta data is inserted into the 
stream. Thus, selected enhanced content (local meta data) is blocked without replacing 
the first trigger with a second trigger. 

Applicant's arguments (3)-(5) have been considered but are moot in view of the 
new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claims 1-6, 8, 11-15, 18-19, 36-41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Reynolds et al (US 2001/0037500). 

Regarding claim 1, Reynolds teaches a method for modifying enhanced 
programming for an interactive television system, the method comprising: intercepting a 
first trigger at a cable operator facility, the first trigger being embedded in a television 
broadcast (See Fig. 2, Fig. 4 Step 202 and Paragraphs 26, 27, 29-32); replacing the first 
trigger with a second trigger according to pre-selected customer preferences (See Fig. 4 
Step 214 Paragraphs 26, 27, 29-32); and sending the second trigger to the interactive 
television system with the television broadcast (See Fig. 4 Step 216 Paragraphs 26, 27, 
29-32). 



Application/Control Number: 09/858,201 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2617 

Regarding claim 2, Reynolds teaches wherein the first trigger comprises a first 
link to a first set of enhanced content (See Fig. 2, Fig. 4 Paragraphs 26, 27, 29-32). 

Regarding claim 3, Reynolds teaches wherein replacing the first trigger with a 
second trigger comprises: replacing the first link with a second link to a second set of 
enhanced content (See Fig. 2, Fig. 4 Paragraphs 26, 27, 29-32). 

Regarding claim 4, Reynolds teaches wherein the first and second links comprise 
uniform resource locators (URLs) (See Paragraph 7). 

Regarding claim 5, Reynolds teaches wherein the first trigger comprises a first 
message (See Paragraph 8 Announcements are messages). 

Regarding claim 6, Reynolds teaches wherein replacing comprises: substituting 
a second message for the first message (See Paragraph 27). 

Regarding claim 8, Reynolds teaches wherein the first trigger relates to 
enhanced content for a first geographic location and the second trigger relates to 
enhanced content for a second geographic location (See Paragraph 27). 

Regarding claim 11, Reynolds teaches wherein the first trigger relates to content 
of a national interest and the second trigger relates to content of a local interest (See 
Paragraph 27). 

Regarding claim 12, Reynolds teaches wherein the second trigger contains 
directed advertising related to the first trigger (See Paragraph 27). 

Regarding claim 13, Reynolds teaches wherein the first trigger is embedded into 
the television broadcast by one selected from a group consisting of a producer, a 
broadcast network, a studio, and a cable operator (See Paragraph 26). 
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Regarding claim 14, Reynolds teaches wherein the second trigger is identical to 
the first trigger (See Fig. 4 Steps 212, 214 Paragraph 42 Unchanged metadata is 
inserted into video data stream). 

Regarding claim 15, Reynolds teaches wherein the second trigger comprises at 
least a portion of the first trigger (See Paragraph 27). 

Regarding claim 18, Reynolds teaches a method for blocking access to selected 
enhanced content (See Paragraph 41 Substitution of local meta data is not permitted) 
during a television broadcast, the method comprising: intercepting a first trigger at a 
cable operator facility, the first trigger being embedded in a television broadcast (See 
Fig. 2, Fig. 4 Step 202 and Paragraphs 26, 27, 29-32); removing the first trigger from 
the television broadcast (See Fig. 2, Fig. 4 Step 204 and Paragraphs 26, 27, 29-32); 
and sending the television broadcast to an interactive television system of a customer 
without replacing the first trigger with a second trigger (See Fig. 2, Fig. 4 Step 212 and 
Paragraphs 26, 27, 29-32, 42). 

Regarding claim 19, claim 19 is a system claim corresponding to method claim 1. 
Thus, claim 19 is discussed and rejected according to claims 1 . 

Regarding claim 36, Reynolds teaches wherein the intercepting and removing 
steps are only performed for selected customers (See Paragraph 28 Meta data 
intercepting and removing can be at any distribution point). 

Regarding claim 37, Reynolds teaches storing filtering criteria for determining 
whether a particular trigger should be blocked (See Paragraph 38); and determining that 
the first trigger should be blocked based on the filtering criteria (See Paragraph 38 
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When there is a specific trigger to replace the generic trigger, the first trigger should be 
blocked, but does not have to be). 

Regarding claim 38, Reynolds teaches wherein the filtering criteria include 
blocking a trigger for a commercial that is foreign to a viewing area of a customer (See 
Paragraph 38 and 42). 

Regarding claim 39, Reynolds teaches wherein the filtering criteria include 
blocking all triggers of a particular type (See Paragraph 41 ). 

Regarding claim 40, Reynolds teaches wherein the at least one type of trigger to 
block includes interactive commercials (See Paragraph 27). 

Regarding claim 41, Reynolds teaches wherein the intercepting and removing 
steps are performed responsive to pre-selected customer preferences (See Fig. 4 Step 
214 Paragraphs 26, 27, 29-32). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claims 7, 9-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Reynolds. 

Regarding claim 7, Reynolds fails to disclose replacing a first trigger with a 
second trigger of a different language. However, Reynolds does teach where triggers 
can be in different languages (See Paragraph 8). Thus, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Reynolds so 
that the first trigger related to enhanced content for a first language and the second 
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trigger related to enhanced content for a second language in order to tailor a broadcast 
to a local market (See Paragraph 15). 

Regarding claims 9-10, Reynolds fails to disclose where triggers relate to 
religion/ethnicity. Official Notice is taken that it is well known that ethnic/religious 
demographics are two characteristics that relate to the population of a geographic area. 
Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Reynolds so that triggers related to religion/ethnicity of 
the local market in order to tailor broadcasts to the local market (See Paragraph 15). 

1. Claims 16-17, 42-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Reynolds in view of Blackketter (US 6,560,777). 

2. Regarding claim 16, in Reynolds the second trigger does not necessarily replace 
a portion of a URL of the first trigger. In a similar endeavor, Blackketter teaches where 
a general portion of a URL is replaced with more specific portion (See Col. 5 lines 5-28). 
Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Reynolds so that the second trigger comprised the URL 
of the first trigger in order to provide an effective way to distinguish each type of specific 
content from another (See Col. 5 lines 18-27). 

Regarding claim 17, Reynolds fails to disclose wherein the second trigger further 
comprises supplemental enhanced content appended to the first trigger and wherein the 
second trigger is configured to provide a choice between enhanced content and 
supplemental enhanced content for display on the interactive television system. 
Blackketter teaches a using trigger that is a collection of multiple resources in order to 
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provide a choice between which content is displayed (See Fig. 3 Sports page 322 and 
Col. 2 lines 47-60, Col. 3 lines 59-67, Col. 4 lines 1-2). Thus, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
Reynolds so that the second trigger was configured to provide a choice between 
enhanced content and supplemental enhanced content for display on the interactive 
television system in order to allow the users to select the enhancement they prefer. 

Regarding claim 42, Reynolds teaches a method for modifying enhanced 
programming for an interactive television system, the method comprising: intercepting a 
first trigger at a cable operator facility, the first trigger being embedded in a television 
broadcast and comprising a first link (See Fig. 2, Fig. 4 Step 202 and Paragraphs 26, 
27, 29-32); replacing the first trigger with the second trigger within the television 
broadcast (See Fig. 4 Step 214 Paragraphs 26, 27, 29-32). Reynolds fails to disclose 
creating a second trigger by appending a second link to the first link. However, 
Blackketter teaches creating a second trigger by appending a second link to a first link 
(See Col. 5 lines 5-28 Language portion is appended to wildcard of URL). Thus, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Reynolds to append a second trigger to a first trigger as taught by 
Reynolds to so a collective resource identifier can be used to for multiple links and thus 
reduce transmission bandwidth (See Reynolds Col. 4 lines 50-57). 

Regarding claim 43, Reynolds modified with Blackketter teaches adding a 
mechanism to the second trigger for providing a customer with a choice between the 
first link and the second link (See Fig. 3 322, User can choose language). 
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Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jamieson W. Fish whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7307. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 8:00-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Kelley can be reached on 571-272-7331 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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